explored the interfaith struggle for control of Christian holy sites during the war, and civil unrest in Jerusalem caused by starvation, disease, and political agitation. demonstrations, speeches, and even House of Commons debates were regularly printed in the national and provincial press, giving us insight into both what was being said and what was being done. 19 This article, then, supports Pennell's claim that the press was more than a mouthpiece for government propaganda, spewing pre-approved one-liners and regurgitating press releases from Whitehall. 20 Both the public and the press interpreted Baghdad and Jerusalem in a number of ways, and not just as the culmination of the medieval crusades, as in the case of Palestine, or a romantic sideshow in the land of the Arabian Nights, as in the case of Mesopotamia.
Political Prestige
Since Manchester Guardian published a number of articles detailing the reactions of Jerusalemites throughout December, January, and February. In a piece of rather witty journalism, the Guardian claimed to be one of the first to enter the city described its capture as a euphoric scene, When we entered the populace were mad with joy…there was great cheering and clapping of hands; also shouts of "You are welcome," and old women and men crying with joy. People offered us wine, nuts, bread, and all sorts of things to eat, but we had to get on toward the Jericho road, along which the Turks were retiring. Jew, Christian, and Moslem. We bring with us the pledge and the promise of protection and toleration for all faiths, all races, and all classes. We warred against the alien tyranny of the Turk, but we hold the Mohammedan veneration for Christ, for Jerusalem, and for the Mosque of Omar to be as sacred as our regard for the to our eyes, for our goal has been won by the joint arms, endurance, and enthusiasm of Christian, Jewish and Moslem soldiers.
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In what was surely a painstakingly worded sentence, done to dispel any allegation that Britain was fighting a religious war against the Ottomans, the article noted that the EEF was a multiethnic, multi-faith army. Christians, Jews, and Muslims had all banded together under the Union Jack to fight Ottoman despotism.
Yet the issue of British control over Jerusalem was so sensitive that some even suggested it become an international city, albeit one in which Britain still played a role. The Derby Daily
Telegraph proposed that postwar Jerusalem should be jointly governed by Britain and Russia.
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The Nottingham Evening Post pointed out that it was European enterprise that had started to modernize Palestine toward the end of the nineteenth century, and that it would be a 'European effort that restores it to something like its proper place.' 104 In this regard, these public proposals overlapped the secret plans to internationalize Jerusalem as part of the Sykes-Picot Agreement. This leads to two final thoughts. First, by demonstrating the potential of Richard S.
Grayson's call for 'military history from the street', this article shows that a re-evaluation of wartime press is badly needed. The remarkable range of fact, opinion, and conjecture disseminated by the press, both national and provincial, does away with the worn-out argument that the home front was either naïve or seriously uniformed about the war. Indeed, the enormous possibilities opened up by digitization projects and searchable databases make these projects more reality than fantasy. And as this article has shown, 'military history from the street' may fundamentally change the way we think about the Empire at war.
